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Paper No. 20051123 



Applicant's attorney states that the references by Weclas et al. (US 6,932,594 and DE 
10127043) cannot be applied as prior art because the instant application claims benefit of 
two provisional applications that have a filing date earlier than the date of the Weclas 
references. Further, the Weclas US reference which was based on the national stage (35 
USC 371) of an international application was not published in English and thus does not 
have a 102(e) date. Therefore, the applicant's attorney request withdrawal of these 
references. 



In order to withdraw the rejections under 35 USC 102 (e) and (b) by Weclas et al., 
applicant needs to show that the subject matter being claimed (particularly, ...premixing 
the fuel gas.. .(claim 1); premixing the reduced oxygen... (claim 23); and a premixing zone 
upstream of the combustion zone. . . (claim 27) was originally disclosed in the provisional 
application(s). 
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